Gregory C. Tollefson, ISB No, 5643
Teresa A. L1ill, IS No. 6175
STOELRIVES LLP

101 5. Capitol Boulevard, Swite 1900
Boise, Idaho 83702-5958
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Altomeys (or Delendant Leasecomm Corporation
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT QF IDAHQ

CHUCK WEDDE, dba POCATELLO CAR
COMPANY
Cuse No. (03-505-E-BLW
PlainufT,
DEFENDANT LEASECOMM'S
\Z LITIGATION PLLAN

LEASECOMM CORPORATION and
LOGANBERRY MERCHANT SERVICE,

Defendant.

Defendant Leasccomm Corporation, by and through its counsel, hereby submit this
Litigation Plan for consideration by the Court and in anticipation of the telephome Scheduling
Conference set [or Janvary 30, 2004, ot 8:00 a.m, (Dockel nos. 3, 3.)

Named Defendant Loganberry Merchant Service has not been served nor appeared in (his
action.

Pursuant o Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 26(f) and Local Civil Rule 16.1, the Parties
have conferred and were unable Lo agree on a joinl hiigation plan for the cage. Delendant

Leasccomm would therefore propose the following litigation plan;
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1. CASE MANAGEMENT TRACK:
Expedited Track.
2. DISPOSITIVE MOTIONS FILING CUT-OFF DATE:

The Delendant requests a date of May 31, 2004,

3 JOINDER OF PARTIES & AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS CUT-OFF

DATE:

The Defendant requests a date of February 27, 2004,

4. ADR PLAN TO BE FILED WITH ADR COQRDINATOR:

The Defendant requests a dale of February 27, 2004, With regard to the form of
ADR 1o be ntilized, at this time Defendant anticipates selecting mediation or a
Judicially-supervised settlement conference.

5. DISCOVERY PLAN PROPOSED. Fed.R.Civ.P. 26(f):

Pre-Discovery Initial Disclosures Under Local Rule 26.2(a):

The Defendant docs not have any changes (o the form ol disclosures
required under Fed.R.Civ.P. 26(a)(1). Defendant proposes the partics
exchange the mformation and make the disclosurcs as described in Rule
26(a)(1)(A) through 20(a)(1} 13} by February 11, 2004.

Discovery Plan.

A description of the anticipated discovery eflorts under Rules 30, 33, 34
and 36 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure is sel forth below. The
description of each discovery effort is listed under the appropriate heading
below and includes the subject matter of the discovery and the time during
which the discovery may be pursucd.

(1) Oral Deposilions: The parties may schedule and provide notice of
depositions in this case for completion between January 23,

- 2004 and the discovery cut-off date. All schedoling of
depositions will be done through counsel of record, at the
convenicnee of the parties and the deponents, and in accordance
with Local Rule 30.1 and I'ed R.Civ.P. 30, Local Rule 30.1
provides that, according to Fed . R.Civ.P. 30, “there 15 a
presumption thal no more than ten (10) depositions per party will
be taken by the parties.” This presumptive limnit on the number of
depositions shall apply to depositions taken after January 23, 2004,
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and any request by erther party to exceed this imit must be
presented by motion. Local Rule 30,1, following Fed R.Civ.P.
30(d)(2), further provides that “[c]ach deposition is limited to one
(1) day of seven (7) hours unless otherwise stipulated between the
parties or authorized by the court.” This limit on the length of each
deposition shall apply to any deposition taken alter Jannary 23,
2004, and any request by either parly 1o exceed this limmit must be
made by motion or stipulation.

(2) Written Interropatorics: The Partics may serve interrogatories
under Fed.R.Civ.P. 33 at any time on or before thirty (30) days
prior to the discovery cut-off date (assuming comphance with
Fed B.Civ.P. 6(g)). The Parties may not serve such discovery uniil
their respective pre-discovery [nitial Disclosures are made. Local
Rule 33.1 provides: “No parly may serve upon any other single
party to an action more than twenty-five (25) interrogalones,
ineluding subparts, (which will be counted as scparate
interrogatories), without first oblaining a stipulation of such party
to additional mtemogatores or, in the event the parlies are unahle
to agree, obtamning an order of the court upon showing of good
causc granting leave to serve a specific number of additional
interrogatorics.” This limitation on interrogatorics shall apply to
any of the Parties’ written discovery served after their Inilial
Disclosures, and any request by either party to excced this limit
must be made by motion or stipulation.

(3) Requesis for Production; The Parties may serve requests [or
production under Fed R.Civ.P. 34 at any time on or belore thirty
(30) days prior to the discovery cut-off date (assuming
compliance with Fed R.Civ.P. 6(g)). The Parties may nol serve
such discovery until their respective pre-discovery Initial
Disclosures are made.

(4) Requests for Admission: The Parties may serve requests for
admission on or beflore thirty (30} days prior to the discovery
cut-off date (assuming compliance with Fed R.Civ.P, 6(¢)). The
Parties may not serve such discovery until their respective pre-
discovery Initial Disclosures arc madec.

G DISCOVERY CUT-OFF DATE:

a. The Detendant requests a fact discovery cut-off daie of April 30, 2004.

h. The Defendant vequests an expert discovery cut-o[T date of June 9, 2004,
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7. EXPERT TESTIMONY DISCLOSURES. Local Rule 26.2(b):

a. Plaintiff identify and disclosc expert witnesses, in conformance with
Fed R.Civ.P. 26(a)(2)(B) (as modilied by Local Rule 26.2(b)), by March
31, 2004.

b. Defendant identify and disclose expert witnesses, in conformance with
Fed R.Civ.P. 26(2)(2)(B) (as modified by Local Rule 26.2(h)), by April
30, 2004,

C. Either party shall disclose rebuttal expert witnesses, in conformance with
Ved.R.Civ.D. 26(a)(2)(B) (as modified by Local Rule 26.2(b)), by May 19,
2004.

8. TRIAL DATE:

The date of the irial and pretrial conference will be scheduled al a trial scheduling
conference following the resolution of dispositive motions and the conclusion of
court-supervised ADR.

9. ESTIMATED LENGTH OF TREAT:

The Defendant asserts that this is a typical civil case, and that a trial estimate of
2-3 days be sel. A jury has been demanded by Plaintiff.

r" -
DATED this ;‘3 day of January, 2004.

STOEL RIVES

Gregtry C. Tollcggn/
Allorneys for DeTendant Leasccomm
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I -

I hereby cerlily that on this ;lg day of January, 2004, a true and correct copy ol the
foregomng DEFENDANT LEASECOMM’S LITIGATION PLAN was served on the
following individual by U.S. Mail:

Curtis N. Holmcs
Altomey al Law

845 W, Center, Suite C-11
Pocatello, Tdahu 83204

CJI‘L{__‘DI‘y CgAollefson
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